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Queft, 1.97 Veri'y believe the Divinity of 
our Blefled Saviour,but yet mujt 
confess, 1 have met with feveral 
Objections againft it, which I 
wifh Icowd fee clearly Anfwer’d: The Princt- 
pal are thefe following. 1. That’ tis not fo much 
as pretended to have been beliewd, any more then 
the Trinity by the Jews, or.Heathens, 2. That 
all the Texts which are brought to prove it out of 
tie Scriptures, are given up by one Writer, or 
other, asinefiectual for that End. 3, That Po- 
litheifm zs wot objected avainft the Anctent Cbri- 
fiians by their Adverfaries, which they wowd not 
have omitted, had they worfhipt our Saviour, Nor 
4. They fay, is there any thing to be found relat- 
ing to bis Divinity i the firjt Chrifiian Writers, 
Clement and the reft, which nthe 5th place, they 
conclude mas introducd into the Church fron the 
Schools of Plato, when the Coriftians began to be 
snfvéfea with bis vain Philofophy, about the time 
of the Nicene Council ; Zf you pleafe to folve 
thefe difficulties, J believe you my do Service to 
Religion, and oblige many others as well as 
yours, &c, 

Anfw. The Divinity of our Bleffed Saviour, 
and confequently his Eternity, are fo plainly 
alerted in the Scriptures both of Old ‘and 
Wew Teftament, that we know not how any 
that really believes them to be the VVord of 
Ged, and given by Jnfpiration, can poflibly de- 
ny it, or doubt of it. Tho for thofe who on- 
ly think’em the Writings of bove/t well mean- 
ig men, who were oftentimes miftaken as 
well as other folks, ’tis not fo greata wonder 
that they are not convine’d by them,and while 
we have there fo many and. fo clear Proofs of 
this fundamental Truth, fome of which we 
fhall produce hereafter, we ought not to let 
our Faith be fhockt by any Objections, tho ne- 
ver fo plaufible, that may be rais’d againft it. 
Not the firft here offer’d, becaufe, tho we 
coud not provethat our Saviours Divinity, or 
that of the fecond Perfom in the Trinity, was 
generally known, or believ‘d by the ers and 
Heathens, what weight wou'd this have again{t 
that Article of our belief ¢ Since, tho he was to 
the Jews a (tumbling Block, and to the Greeks 
Foolifbnefs, he is to them that believe, the 
Eternal, effential Power, and Wifdom of God. 
Put after all, if we fhou‘d prove that a Second 
Perfon, a Son of God, God as well as the Father, 
was own'd and believ’d by the moft Learned 
Jems and Heathens, even before the coming of 
our Saviour, this Objection wou'd then re- 
ceive a double Anfwer; and this we think we 
can do firft for the Fews, who tho they did 
not own our Saviour at his coming to be this 
Son of God, yet did doubtlefs before his coming, 
believe and acknowledge a Son of God, whe 


was God, diftinct from the Father, and pro- 
ceeding from him. For the Proof whereof 
we fhall not infiff on the many pregnant Te- 
{timonies to this purpofe in the Liber “char, 
or Ancient Cabala of the Jems, becatfe fome 
Objections may be made againtt their Credit, 
or at leaft their Axtiqui:y ; nor pretend to e- 
numerate ail ine Textsin the Chaldee Para- 
phrafe, which plainly and undo. btediy atrri- 
bute Divinity to the Word, and Soot Gud, as 
diftinct from his Father. 
one clear Text out of their own Targumy and 
then fhall further prove our ailertion from the 
Author of the Book of Wifdow, and the ex- 
prefs Words of Phil’, the learned Fer. 

Thet from the Targum, isin the 3d of Gen: 
and 2: uv, Where when we read, * and God 
faid, behold, the mau is become like one of us; 
they render‘d it, aud the !Vord of the Lord 
faid, Behold, Adam whom i Created is the 


na A 


tt tad o 


ly begotten in the higheft Heavens. Where, 
as Watfon obferves, in his Prolegom to the Pos 
lyel. “ Cveation, Locution, and Unigeniture, 
are at once attributed unto the Eternal Word, 
Now this Creating the World, /utaining it 
when made, Eternity, and Unigeniture, are alfo 
afcrib'd by the Authors of Ecclefiajticus, and 
the Book of Wifdom, tothe Hand of God, 
the Word of God, and the Wifdom of God, 
and by thisW/ifdom they intend the Son of God, 
as Solomon alfo did in the Proverbs, — the 
felf fame expreffions which they there uf, as 
well as the fame incommuntcable Aétions, are 
afcrib’d unto him by the Author of the Epi- 
{tle to the Hebrews, as wellas in that to the 
Coloflians, 

Thus 10. Will 9, Wifdom was with thee, 
and was prefent when thou madeft che worlds 
‘ O fend her from the Throne of thy Glory, 
‘and 7.22. Wifdom, which is the A4iker of 
© all things: And 18.Wif.17. Thy Almighty 
© Hand that made the World, wanted no means 
* to punifh them, Oc. But 18. and 17. of the 
fame Egyptians. Thine Almighty word 
leapt down from Heaven, &’c. This for Cre- 

tion, next for Confervation, fee Ecclef: 43. 
26. By his word all things con/it, and rift 
Wild. 6, 7. Wifdom is a Loving Spirit. The 
Spirit of the Lord fills the world, and that 
which upholdeth all things, hath knowledge of 
the Voice: And again, wifdom is the For- 
mer of all things, in her is the only begotten 
Spirit. Now that this is not {poken of the 
Father himfelf, appears, becaufe the word. and 
wifdom here.are tpoken of, as perfonally diftin€t 
from him, and with him from Eternity, as St, 
Fobn Lays, The word was with God. * Which al- 
‘ fo forbids us to underftand wifdom here 
| only 
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But fhall caly bring * 


only begotten in the World, as fam the on- © 


only as an attribute of the Almighty : Be- 
caufe the felf fame Expreflions are us‘ by the 
Apoftles, as has been faid, of our Saviour, and 
appear plainly tranfcrib‘d from hence. » For 
where wifdom is call‘d, in 7 Wifdom, ammuyxo- 
14% Dads oudlis, Ko eles” THD KHKGITHTG aU- 
23: “ The bightnefs of the Eternal Light, and 
the Image of his Goodnefs. The Author of 
the Epift. tothe Hebrems, 1. 3. {tiles our Blef- 
fed Saviour, ™ a mal 0 It Ti\- d\OSHC, hol xan 
4 - Lhe Brightne/s 
“ of tis Father’s Glory, and the expref: Image 
“ of his Perfon, And again, 1 Co. 15.°° Lue 
© tyne of the Invifible God, by whom alt 
“ things were created, and by whom all things 
” do conift ; a xUpeo DAVTO phe 
faine with that already mentioned, Ecclef 43. 
26. © MY u Kyte Uv CATT WHIT, 

Which Creation and Confervation of the 
world, being Acts of Infinite Power, and 
afcrib’d to the. !!7f4om of God by the Anti- 
ent “ewsh Wrirers, who doubtleis, never 
Meant tis of a 
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Vorld, ox the Christan 
State. the Sicaven and the Barth, the 
Ww} f ) “ibles and Invisibles s and the 
fam: Gis and Charcdters being, afciib‘’d by 
the Apottles to our | ul 


. Saviour, i fol- 
lows from heace | 


erice. that ie  VESTOr and 
Conferver of ali things Vitibie and iuviuble, 
and not only of a New World, tie effential 
Word and ivifdom of the Father, God, blefled 
for ever, 

From thefe we come to Philo, who Wrote 
before St. Fobuy and reckons mthe Divinity, 
firft, the Father of ali ; and then, ees Acyin, 
the Word of ihe Father; Whom he cails, 
"Qodu Sea Adyw, and wea@royovoy tv; The 
True Word of God, and the Firft begotten Son. 
Which Word he fays, Created the VVorld, or 
the Father Created it by him ; where he is fo 
far from making this Word by which God 
made the World, only a bare expreffion of his 
Will, that he even goes too far on the other 
fide, and feems to make it a diflint God, if not 
alfo Subordimate, according to the Heathenifh 
Notion,calling him, Acuregoy Qc, a Second God. 
Wherein St, ‘fobn expreiles himfelf more Ra- 
tionally and Philofophically then all the Plato- 
nifts, or other Philofophers ; for tho he ex- 
preisly owns and aflerts the Divine ord to 
be diftinct irom the Father, and to be God, he 

ever calls it a Secend, or another God, in 
which Expreflion, tho ‘tis certain, Philo did 
Platomize, yet we cannot fay fo with any fhow 
of reafon concerning all the reft, that he adds 
on the fine Head,- becaufe he grounds it all 
onthe firit Chapter of Gene/is. - Becaufe ‘tis 
agreeable to the Motion of the Chaldee Para- 
phrait, and was acknowlede‘d by many of 
his Countrey men, who knew nothing of 
Plato's Writings; and laftly, becaufe the 
fame for fubftance’ is afferted by St. Fobn, 
who had it from an higher School then 
Plato‘s, having doubtiefS Learnt it either 


by Particular Infpiration, or elfe heard it 


when he Jay in our Swviours Bofom; whence 
‘cis no wonder, if his Notion be much more 
clear and: defenftble then that either of the 
ews, or Heathens, for had this Doctrine 
been before /fuffictently reveal, we fee not 
what need there had been of a (vem Reve- 
lation. For which Reafons, we thunk it re- 
quilite to conclude this firft Head, with fome 
Obfervations of a very Learned Perfen con- 
cetning this matter, which will preclude 
many Objections that may elfe be made a- 
cainft what ‘we have already advanced, and 
hal! hereafter endeavour to make good. 
They are the words of the reverend Dr. 
Cudworh, in his Intellectual Syftem, Book f. 
Chap. «. p. 548. * That it ought not to be 
thought any confiderable Objection againft 
the Papas: Belief of a Trinity, that the 
Plaronift Pythagoreans , and others of then 
did not exprets their Triity in the very 
Words of the “thanéfian Creed, nor accor- 
Ging to the Form of the Nicene Council : 
Foraimuch, as this syfery was gradually 
imp?rted co the World, and that firft 
but tparingly, to the Hebrews themfelves, 
either in their Written, or oral Cabala, 
but afterwards more fully under Chrifti- 
anity, the whole Frame whereof was built 
© thereupon He adds fome other Obferva- 
tions, fo weighty and remarkable on the 
fame Subject, that we cannot omit them, 
which if they had cither been formerly 
inade by others, or given heed to fince he 
made ‘em, might perhaps in this as well 
as former Ages, have hinder’d fome warm 
mn trom Judging their Brethren, ( and it 
may be Fathers too) inthefe matters. ‘ Ne- 
¢ verthelefs, fays he, the manner of this 
“ myftery was not fo diflindtly and precifily de~ 
‘ termmd, nor fo punciually and ferupulouf- 
‘ly Stated amongit the Chriftians nei- 
_ ther, till after the rifing up of Herefies 
_ concerning it ; nor when all was done, 
, did the Oxthodox themfelves at firft Uni- 
¢ verfally agree in the /enification of fome 
« Terms which were usd on this Subjec&, 
¢ Nor laftly, is it a thing to be wonderd 
at, that in fuch a difficult and myfterious 
point, there fhou’d be fome Diverfiry of 
Apprebenjions amongft the reputed Ortho- 
dox Chriftians themfelves, and much lefs 
therefore amongft Pagans and Philofo- 
* phers, which Divine Cakala, as it muft be 
© acknowledg‘d that ‘twas but little under-. 
* ftood, by many of thofe who entertain‘d 
‘it among the Pagays, fo was it by Di- 
© vers of. ‘em much Adulterated and Depravéd, 
Thus far that Good and Learned Man. And 
here we mult alfo ftop, becaufe the matter 
of our Anfwer cto the feveral Branches of 
the Objection will of neceflity be too larze 
for one, or two ALercuries, either which 
we muft therefore be forc'd to divide, tho 
we intend ratherto difpatch one, or more of 
thefe Heads in fome following Mercurvys. til] 
we have quite finjh'dirt, 


